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THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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Claims 1-20 are active. 

Claim 11 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

It is not seen how the first server would know in what language the user and the 
personnel are used in communication. 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Miloslavsky (USP 6,732,156) in view of Tarbotton (USP 6,757,830). 

Details of the rejections have already been set forth in the last Office action. The 
details are incorporated herein by reference thereto. 

On pages 5 and 6, Applicants copied portions of the independent claims and 
concluded that the combination of Miloslavsky and Tarbotton fails to teach or suggest 
the elements of claims 1 and 15. The Examiner disagrees. As set forth in the last Office 
action, the combination of Miloslavsky and Tarbotton teaches all the elements of all the 
claims. 

Applicants further contended that Miloslavasky does not teach a plurality of 
distributed email servers. Note that the plurality of distributed email servers are recited 
solely for receipt of routed email message. Figure 1 of Miloslavsky clearly shows 
computers 122 and 124 for receipt of email messages routed by router 1 16. The 
computers 122 and 124 may not label in Miloslavsky as email server, however, based 
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on the claim recitation, computers 122 and 124 certainly qualify to be labeled as email 
server because they receive email routed by a router. Further, element 128 connecting 
router 116 and computers 122 and 124 is disclosed by Miloslavsky as network (see the 
last line of column 4). Obviously, all the elements connected by network 128 could be 
located in different locations such as different rooms or floors or even different buildings. 
Further note that routing in Miloslavsky does not require any human intervention. 
Miloslavsky therefore meets the limitation "autonomous". Therefore, it can be seen that 
Milosloslavsky's computers 122 and 124 meet the limitation of "a plurality of distributed 
email servers" even without the teaching of the secondary reference Tarbotton. 

Now, let us assume that Applicants meant to recite that Internet and not LAN is 
used for delivering the email from the first server to a person of particular language skill 
(claim 11). The implied limitation could be met by Miloslavsky alone. In lines 1-9 of 
column 3, Miloslavsky teaches that data network 104 could be a LAN or Internet, that 
any other data processing devices, such as 106, 108 and 100 can send and receive 
email to/from each other. What Miloslavsky does not show is that all devices require 
mail server in order to connect to Internet. It is well known and Tarbotton teaches that 
mail server is required for transceiving email through Internet. See Figure 1 in 
Tarbotton. If the personnel are geographically located in different areas, it would have 
been obvious to use Internet for transceiving email as taught by Miloslavsky in lines 1-9 
of column 3. It would have been notoriously obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art to connect to Internet via mail server as taught by Tarbotton because otherwise it 
would be unable to receive or transmit email via Internet. 
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THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 




DAVID Y. ENG 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



